5o8              DIVORCE AND ANNULMENT
gian, Italian, and Latin American courts212 but has slowly
lost its force in France itself.213 The writers are aware that
the acquisition of a foreign citizenship is an exercise of foreign
state sovereignty that cannot be denied.214 Moreover, the con-
ception of frauds a la lot has made way in prevailing theory
for a more general and elastic idea of public policy.
In Italy, however, where the subject of forbidden divorce
remains of particular importance, courts and writers insist
that a change of nationality may well be simulated by the
parties for divorce purposes, i.e., not seriously intended, which
is different indeed from acts so intended to evade the law. If
they intend in reality to remain Italians and formally to re-
gain their Italian citizenship at the first possible moment,
especially when they have not transferred their domicil to
their alleged new homeland, according to an express require-
ment of the Italian nationality law,215 they may have acquired
a second nationality abroad but not lost the Italian one. Since
they have double nationality, they are treated, according to
the rule,216 as nationals.217
(d) Effective change of personal law. Indeed, the main
doctrine of divorces in fraudem legis has been abandoned in
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216 See supra p. 120.
217 Cass. Torino (April n, 1921)   15 Rivista (1923)   1535 App. Brescia
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In France, LEREBOURS-PIGEONNIERE 137 no. 114 contends that the courts
are unable to set aside the acquisition of a foreign nationality by an individual
but are able to restore his character as a Frenchman, if the conditions of natu-
ralization have been proved fictitious, the naturalized person never having in-
tended to settle outside of France.